"in discovery," but "in murder and enslavement."
1 He had in mind the construction of a powerful nation, which entailed the near extermination of the indigenous peoples of the continent and the ruthless starvation of indentured servants and slaves. From the time they set foot on North America, the colonists never stopped engaging in or mobilizing for war. The War of Independence is not to be distinguished from the so-called Revolutionary Wars, in the course of which a colony was evolving into a nation based on the extermination of the Indians and the brutal exploitation of the poor and enslaved -a country definitely not "born free," as the triumphant rhetoric goes, but rather, as
Howard Zinn put it, a country "born slave and free, servant and master, tenant and landlord, poor and rich"; in a word, a country with "the language of liberty and equality" but under "the rule of the [white, male, propertied] few." Blake was early on aware of the less noble reasons for American independence. Given the revolutionary role played by sailors, proletarians, and slaves (the "motley crew of the American Revolution"), the patriots felt the need to quench the power of the "mobs." Growing abolitionism in England was a threat to the slave economy of the plantation, and keeping slavery in place helped contain class struggle as well. 4 Cf. Peter Linebaugh and Marcus Rediker (2013 [2000] ). See, especially, chapter 7: "A Motley Crew in the American Revolution."
Williams acknowledged that the "discovered" land already had an owner. And that is why he was banished from the Massachusetts Bay Colony in 1635.
5
Throughout the nineteenth century the United States continued to wage aggressive wars, both on the continent, in order to expand and consolidate territory, and soon enough abroad, in order to secure world domination and political and commercial privileges. By mid-century, the American Civil War (which did not at all interrupt the ongoing violent attacks on the Indians for land grabbing) is still presented in textbooks as the bloodiest of all American wars because its casualties were overwhelmingly American citizens. This was not the case when, at the end of the nineteenth and throughout the twentieth century and beyond, the United States went on invading or aggressively intervening in or interfering with, among other nations, Mexico, Cuba, the Philippines, Korea, Vietnam, Iraq, Afghanistan, Libya, and Syria. In its 241 years of existence the United States never had a whole decade without wars, most of them aggressive, expansionist, exploitative, and imperialist. Many commentators would insist that a more appropriate name for the so-called Pax Americana would be Bellum Americanum. 6 The United States of America became and continues to be a world hegemon through merciless conquest and subjection of the other.
By the end of the twentieth century, the American war for imperial domination was already rampant on the worldwide web as well, precisely by messing with the frontiers separating and confusing public and private spaces and voices, while at the same time punishing those who denounce such kinds of undemocratic intervention. both the conference and the volume that results from it stand witness to the major 5 Roger Williams (1973 Williams ( [1643 ). An African fable, registered in English in the 1660s, has a bat tell the first king of Niumi (Gambia): "I do not deny your claim of having found a country, but whatever country you have found, it has an owner." Quoted by Linebaugh and Rediker, 2013, p. 131. 6 Cf. e.g. Chalmers Johnson, 2007, pp. 18 ff. 7 Amply reported in the media everywhere, but see "Ransomware Attack Hits 99 Countries with UK Hospitals Among Targets," The Guardian, 13 May 2017. Accessed on 13.11.2017 at https://www.theguardian.com/society/live/2017/may/12/england-hospitals-cyber-attack-nhs-live-updates. objective in question. Scholars of various denominations, though always hinging on English and American Studies, have "intervened," more or less explicitly, on the articulation of the binary concepts of "public" and "private," a dichotomy definitely in need of closer scrutiny in our digital age, an age of real and fake emails and SMSs, often strategically disclosed for political purposes, as happened in recent presidential elections, both in the USA and France.
As acknowledged in the original announcement and call for papers, the memorable feminist slogan of the 1960s and 1970s -"the personal is political" -had something to do with the formulation of the general topic of the conference. But whereas proclaiming the personal political, and having women rightfully claim their active role in the polis, chimes like a strident herald of liberation and emancipation, pronouncing the private public sounds rather somberly menacing to all human beings in general. Particularly so in the modern western cultures that so dearly cherish individual privacy. Hence, I do admit, there is a certain ominous ring to my title. "The Private is Public" points to the gradual dismantling of human life's privacy in western modernity. Let the facetiousness of the subtitle -"Furbies Are Us" (yes, like "Toys R Us") 8 -reassure us that perhaps, if some of "us" resist the insidious powers of the internet, the problem is not yet so terribly serious, after all. Were he still with us today, Howard Zinn would no doubt add a new chapter on the electronically-made myths of American ideology and political discourse to his 1990 Declarations of Independence. "Historically," wrote Zinn then, "the most terrible things -war, genocide, and slavery -have resulted not from disobedience, but from obedience."
9
The original conference proposal laid out the problematic eloquently: the threats brought about by the most recent developments in digital technologies, particularly in the aftermath of the 9/11 attacks; the shocking WikiLeaks revelations of major powers' political and economic intervention in, if not manipulation of, governments, political leaders, policies, and financial markets; the surveillance techniques of the National Security Agency, both domestic and international, easily slipping into "surviolence"; and the massive invasion of public and private spaces, both of allies and rival or competing nations, soon followed by the harsh condemnation of whistleblowers like Julian Assange, Chelsea (Bradley) Manning or Edward Snowden, among others -all this has forced us to revise our own conceptualization of private and public spaces and what private voices are still left for us. Or, ironically, "them." Just think of the famous 2014 telephone conversation (supposedly a "private diplomatic conversation") between the major US diplomat for European and Eurasian affairs, Victoria Nuland, and the US 8 But see Benjamin A. Gorman, 1985. 9 Howard Zinn, 1990, p. 129. ambassador to Ukraine, Geoffrey Pyatt, in the course of which the former expressed, in highly arrogant and disparaging terms, the opinion that the European Union needn't have a say on what was going on in Ukraine ("Fuck the EU," Nuland roundly stated).
To be sure, electronic technology these days teaches you lessons about the public, the private, the secret, and the classified. In this regard, the most interesting piece of news may well be that the US military has prohibited its employees from accessing certain news websites on the internet on the grounds that they may contain classified information. The explicit target is The Intercept, the online journal created by Glenn Greenwald and Pierre Omydar. Greenwald is the journalist who reported on Edward Snowden's NSA leaks for The Guardian in 2013.
Like the imperial wars of yore, the internet, that wonderful device invented by an Englishman and developed in the United States in the second half of the twentieth century for easy, transparent, and democratic exchanges, has proven to be a superb mechanism for consolidating public power and private money in the hands of a few, while giving the rest of us plenty of entertainment and minor voices; or cute toys. And here is where my symbolic, fluffy Furbies come in. Or perhaps, as I claim, the Furbies "the rest of us" have become.
Furbies constitute a fine American Studies topic. As you will easily find out by Accessed on 02.04.2014, at http://flagra.pt/noticias/sociedade/furbies-usados-pela-nsa-paraespionagem-18394. 13 Accessed on 03.05.2014, at https://groups.yahoo.com/neo/groups/armysecurityagencyvets/conversations/topics/84893?var=1. 14 Ulrich Beck, 1986 and 1992. According to Beck and other risk sociologists, the process of industrialization of modern western society has entailed deep structural changes, both internally and in society's relations with nature. New technologies brought about new problems that are inextricably linked to the concept of "risk." It is not so much that the said new problems imply more dangers than before, but that most dangers are now viewed as being human made and socially generated. Social actors are thus both producers of risk and made accountable for risk management. The risk society is concerned with (often, it seems, helplessly) climate change, financial crises, unemployment, inequality, poverty, epidemics, street unrest, terrorism. And, more recently, digital information. Needless to say, the powerful 1% are almost 100% immune to risk.
In a recent interview, Ulrich Beck broadened the concept of risk society to include electronic communication and went on to assert "that digital freedom risk is one of the most important risks we face in modern society." Other societal risks have often resulted in catastrophes -the Love Canal or Chernobyl; 9/11 or murderous US drones; exclusion of migrants coming from poor countries who get killed before reaching their destiny; massive migration of highly educated young people of supposedly bailed-out European semi-peripheral countries or from war-devastated countries in the Middle East. In the case of digital freedom risk, the catastrophe will be truly of global proportions, when we find ourselves in a global digital empire, an empire in which surveillance can literally go beyond social and territorial units and the lives of all the individuals within the empire will be totally transparent and can be thoroughly profiled, monitored, and manipulated. For their own good, of course, and for the good of all. Big Brother transmogrified into ubiquitous, cute little Furbies, while, at the same time, as inscrutable and unaccountable as the fluffy little Furbies themselves.
The real catastrophe resides, however, in our not seeing it coming, not feeling as though our freedom is being violated. "There is no physical coercion," I'm quoting Ulrich 
